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q Research-on-Research focused on studying and 
supporting the dynamic and impact of research.

q Diverse grant portfolio (Velux Foundation, Danish 
Council for Independent Research, European 
Commission, Danish Ministry of Science etc.)

q Projects: 'Mapping the Public Value of Humanities', 
'Responsible Impact', 'Open Research Analytics' & 
H2020 ACCOMPLISSH

Humanomics Research Centre



WP2 Objectives

q Enabling adequate documentation of humanities 
scholarship and social impact 

q Case studies and mapping of best practices for 
‘Documenting and analyzing SSH scholarship’ 

q Experimentation with metrics for academic output, 
collaboration, engagement and impact activities 

OPERA… Also the Humanities? 



WP2 Participants
• David Budtz Pedersen, Aalborg University

• Birger Larsen, Aalborg University
• Marianne Lykke, Aalborg University
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• Former: Pelle Annfeldt Israelsson, Aalborg University
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Open Human Science 

• Many different ways of producing tangible impacts 
across SSH disciplines

• Strong sentiment in SSH of open knowledge 
dissemination and science communication 

• Interactions with society: media, culture, 
companies, expert advisory systems, public debate, 
start-ups, co-creation is norm rather than exception



Background



The 
(mis)measurement 
of open science





A hot topic in SSH



• Increasing dissatisfaction with (closed) publication models

• Increasing public demands for Responsible Open Science & Innovation

• Increasing policy interest in multidisciplinary mission- and challenge-driven research 
including SSH-STEM collaboration 

• Increasing emphasis on diversifying merit & promotion criteria

• Increasing access to new digital tools and metrics that represent and track the 
dissemination of research outputs (beyond bibliometrics)

… OS Indicators part of a broader paradigm 
change in STI policies 



“The evaluation gap is the phenomenon…
that the criteria in assessments do not 
match the character or goals of the 
research under evaluation or the role that 
the researcher aims to play in society.” 

Wouters 2014



Methods Review of SSH 
Indicators and Platforms
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OPERA WP2B

q Review of ontologies for collection, analysis and 
visualization of SSH output and activity data

… Also the Humanities 



• PURE’s Basic Activity Typology



• Researchfish Basic Activity Typology



Ø Dimensions’ input and output 
data typology
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Reviewed platforms, tools and ontologies 

1. Publication-centric data analytics
2. Plenty of space for SSH to experiment with, register and analyse Open 

Science activities and publication performance 
3. Impact of research leaning slightly towards health- and tech-centric 

indicators (patents, grants, clinical trials, policy reports).
4. Performances e.g. data, curation, artefacts, exhibitions, educational 

programmes, advise, media, networks, partnerships less visible 

5. Limited possibilities for co-design of metrics with stakeholders and 
researchers (Researchfish®, Pure, BFI, REF etc.)

1. d2. d 

Some findings



The linear fallacy 



Baseline assessment and metrics
for SSH needs more context data



• ReACT VIVO Basic Activity Typology



Responsible Impact Indicators 
Aalborg University, Department of Communication and Psychology, 2017-2020

§ Examining and testing Open Science indicators with 45+ active SSH 
researchers – in four steps: 

1. Define and validate bottom-up taxonomy of research outputs 

2. Real-time mapping of knowledge exchange and productive interactions

3. Analysing bibliometric performance and linked data

4. Synthetising findings in 5 Impact cases studies

DEPARTMENT OF 
COMMUNICATION
AND PSYCHOLOGY
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Data collection and feedback 
Aalborg University, Department of Communication and Psychology, 2017-2020

v 452 meetings (including Skype- and phone calls) leading to 
8.000 data points 

v Approximately 18% of participants have independently been 
responsible for their own registration 

v Positive feedback: participants hope ReACT will lead to more 
appreciation of the “invisible” and informal work



Analysis and Application of VIVO Data
Aalborg University, Department of Communication and Psychology, 2017-2020

v Creates unique overview of research activities, stakeholder 
engagement, impact potential and supports institutional memory

v Useful for impact case studies, identity and track network, grant 
applications, career development, self-evaluation etc.

v The ReACT VIVO taxonomy has been used as a tool to e.g. facilitate 
dialogue about impact assessment in STEM (WP2c)

v Caution about short-termism: what is successful (engagement)

v The WP has overall been successful 



To have impact, practicing Open Science must 
be accompanied by a willingness to discuss 
what it means with audiences of various 
scientific backgrounds

Banks (2017)



Thank you for the attention

David Budtz Pedersen: davidp@hum.aau.dk
Twitter: @HumanomicsMap
Website: http://mapping-humanities.dk

Contributions from Rolf Hvidtfeldt, Louise Amstrup, 
Marianne Lykke & Jonas Grønvad. 
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